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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Art Unit: 2854 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 10-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
W09845829 to Ohlsson in view of U.S. PGPUB 2003/0206211 to Baron, U.S. Patent 
No 5,960,848 to Schirer and U.S. Patent No. 4,272,569 to Shaw et al. 

Ohlsson teaches a method and system of placarding which comprises providing 
a sheet of corrugated cardboard, comprising a laminate having an inner core of 
corrugated cardboard and a moisture barrier in the form of a hydrophobic or liquid 
impervious intermediate layer, see page 3, lines 16-20, making at least one score or 
groove made in the longitudinal direction of the fluting of the corrugated cardboard, 
folding the sheet about said at least one score or groove to make an easily 
transportable unit of said sheet, see page 3, lines 26-29, transporting the folded sheet to 
a placarding site having a holder for the sheet, unfolding the sheet and applying it in the 
holder. See page 3, lines 31-33. 

Ohlsson does not teach feeding a sheet of corrugated cardboard through a 
printing unit and printing matter on at least one surface of said sheet by a digital print-on 
demand technique, selected from: inkjet printing, laser jet printing and toner jet printing, 
or making the at least one score or groove in the sheet of corrugated cardboard in the 
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feeding direction in a subsequent process step inline with the printing step. Ohlsson 
also does not teach that the sheet comprises at least one outer layer of bleached 
calendered liner in the form of a kraft liner having a basis weight between 30 and 50 
g/m2, or that the moisture barrier layer is between the outer layer of calendered liner 
and the inner layer of corrugated cardboard, and is a coating or extrusion of a 
thermoplastic polymeric material having a basis weight between 10 and 30 g/m2. 

Baron teaches feeding a sheet of printing material through a printing unit, printing 
matter on at least one surface of said sheet by a digital print-on demand technique, 
selected from: inkjet printing, laser jet printing and toner jet printing, in a subsequent 
process step inline with the printing step making at least one score or groove in the 
sheet of corrugated cardboard in the feeding direction. See page 3, paragraphs 33 and 
38 and Figure 6 in particular. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the printing and scoring method of Baron with the placarding 
method of Ohlsson to produce the printed and scored placarding sheet in a single 
process without the need for operator intervention. 

Schirer teaches a placarding sheet comprising corrugated cardboard, with an 
outer layer of bleached, kraft paper. See column 3, lines 45-56. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the outer layer of Schirer with the placarding sheet of Ohlsson in 
order to provide an appropriate backing surface for the printed advertisement. Although 
Schirer does not disclose the exact basis weight of the paper, the optimum basis weight 
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could readily be determined by one of ordinary skill in the art through routine 
experimentation and does not appear to require any unobviousness. 

Shaw et al. teaches paper having a hydrophobic or liquid impervious 
intermediate layer between the inner and outer layers which is a thermoplastic polymer. 
See column 2, lines 32-36 and column 3, lines 8-12. 

It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to use the thermoplastic polymer of Shaw et al. to form the intermediate 
layer of Ohlsson in order to provide an improved water resistant barrier layer. Although 
Shaw et al. does not disclose the exact basis weight of the material, the optimum basis 
weight could readily be determined by one of ordinary skill in the art through routine 
experimentation and does not appear to require any unobviousness. 

Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments filed July 5, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that the scoring underlying the method of the 
present application and the scoring of Baron are so completely different that one of 
ordinary skill in the art would not look to the methods of Baron for folding a placard, the 
Baron reference, on pages 2, paragraph 28, says that scoring may be a cut partially 
through the thickness of the media. Also, in paragraph 29, Baron says that a score may 
include a region wherein the media is weakened sufficiently to form a fold line. 
Therefore, the definition of scoring in the Baron reference appears to apply specifically 
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to the type of scoring claimed in the application and one having ordinary skill in the art 
would clearly be drawn to apply the apparatus and method of Baron to folding a placard 
as claimed. 

In response to applicant's argument that the Schirer reference does not teach or 
suggest that kraft paper is an appropriate backing surface for a printed advertisement, 
Schirer has merely been relied upon for the teaching of such paper in a foldable, 
portable display board. There is no indication in Schirer that this would be an unsuitable 
substance for printing. 

In response to applicant's argument that Shaw does not teach a liquid impervious 
layer between inner and outer layers, in column 2, lines 3-7, Shaw discusses a sheet 
having a base layer, a water resistant layer, and a photoconductive layer. One having 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize this to be teaching the same configuration as in 
applicant's claimed invention. 

In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). In this case, the above rejections were based upon teachings in the prior art and 
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therefore take into account the knowledge available within the level of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention. 

Conclusion 

4. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jill E. Culler whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2159. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Hirshfeld can be reached on (571) 272-2168. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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